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the area, wrote the district’s quarterly news-
letter, coordinated the annual plant sale, hired
personnel, maintained all the district’s records,
and helped establish and maintain the dis-
trict’s Vance Hoyt Memorial Library. She be-
came an expert on the law governing the op-
eration of Resource Conservation Districts in
order to properly advise the District Board.

Betty was also responsible for writing and
obtaining the first grants that expanded the
district’s education program. The large number
of awards to the district for conservation and
education are a testimony to the effectiveness
of her work, for which she was twice honored
with a Distinguished Service Award by the
Employee Association of the California Asso-
ciation of Resource Conservation Districts.

Betty contributed much to the community in
other ways as well. For her volunteer work
with schools, the Womens’ Club, and the
Strawberry Festival, the Topanga Chamber of
Commerce recognized her as the 1979 ‘‘Citi-
zen of the Year.’’ She was also a volunteer
with Share International, where she helped
publish its monthly magazine.

Betty Doughner’s warmth, enthusiasm, and
dedication are greatly missed by all of her col-
leagues at the district, and by everyone else
who knew her. The entire Topanga community
joins me in expressing our deep sorrow to her
family and friends, and our heartfelt apprecia-
tion for her many years of outstanding public
service.
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Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor Monroe Woods who is retiring as the
Midwest Regional Administrator for the U.S.
Department of Agriculture’s Food and
Consumer Service. An event will be held in his
honor on Thursday, February 1, 1996, in Chi-
cago, IL.

Mr. Woods joined the Food and Consumer
Service in 1966 as a member of the Los An-
geles Field Office staff. He has held various
positions in Oakland and the San Francisco
Regional Office, the New England Region in
Boston, MA, and the Mountain Plains Region
in Denver, CO, before his appointment in July
1978 as Regional Administrator of the Midwest
Region in Chicago.

As Regional Administrator of the Midwest
Region, Mr. Woods administers the agency’s
food assistance programs in Illinois, Indiana,
Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, and Wisconsin;
oversees annual expenditures of $5.6 billion;
and manages approximately 200 employees.

His service, and outstanding dedication to
his work and to the citizenry, have merited him
appointments on a number of national and
local advisory boards, task forces, and coun-
cils, including the National Advisory Council
for the Child Nutrition Programs and the Insti-
tute of Labor and Industrial Relations, Univer-
sity of Illinois. Mr. Woods also served as
Chairman of the Chicago Federal Executive
Board in 1987 and 1988, and is an alumni of
the Federal Executive Institute in Charlottes-
ville, VA.

Mr. Woods received a Presidential Rank
Award at a private White House ceremony in

1984, where he was conferred ‘‘distinguished
executive status’’. In 1991, Mr. Woods was
named to Who’s Who in Government Service.
In 1992, Mr. Woods was presented with a me-
dallion of the city of Detroit by the President
of the Detroit City Council.

In 1994, the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture’s Food and Consumer Service became
the sponsor of, and Mr. Woods was named
chairperson of, the U.S. Department of Com-
merce, Minority Business Opportunity Commit-
tee. It is in this capacity that I became most
familiar with Mr. Woods. Mr. Woods’ dedica-
tion to the Inclusion of minority and women-
owned businesses in the Federal procurement
process have been well documented. This
dedication led him to willingly take responsibil-
ity for the continued mission of the Minority
Business Opportunity Committee to increase
the participation of such businesses in the
marketplace.

I ask that my colleagues join me in honoring
Monroe Woods, an outstanding community
and business leader and role model. I wish
him the best of luck in his retirement. May he
continue to share his talent and love of com-
munity that he has given to the Federal Gov-
ernment and the community at large.
f

TRIBUTE TO JEROME DAVIS

HON. HOWARD COBLE
OF NORTH CAROLINA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 1, 1996

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, when you hear
the terms rodeos and cowboys, your mind
wanders off to images of the wide open plains
of the American West. Now, however, when
you think of champion cowboys, you will have
to think of the Sixth District of North Carolina
because we are now home to a world cham-
pion bullrider.

Mr. Jerome Davis of the Glenola community
in Randolph County, NC, won the world
bullriding title in Las Vegas, NV, on December
10, 1995. Davis had fulfilled a lifelong dream
by capturing the top bullriding trophy. In fact,
he entered the 10-day national finals rodeo
competition ranked No. 1 in the world stand-
ings, but Davis needed a final-day win to se-
cure the top prize.

Runner-up rider Terry West scored an 89 on
his final ride which meant that Davis could not
be thrown off his final mount or he would lose
the title. Davis was able to stay on the aptly-
named ‘‘The Jam’’ and scored an 84 to clinch
the title. He won more than $72,000 at the na-
tional finals to complete the season with more
than $135,000 in earnings. Davis beat West
by only $3,000 to claim the world title.

As reported in the High Point Enterprise,
more than 300 well-wishers greeted Jerome
Davis when he returned to the Piedmont Triad
International Airport on the day after his world
victory. ‘‘I never expected anything like this,’’
David told the Enterprise’s Mark McKinney. ‘‘I
figured maybe my Mom would be here with a
few folks. This is more than I could have
imagined.’’ It appeared that the entire Glenola
community turned out to greet Davis, sporting
homemade lapel pins that read ‘‘Jerome
Davis, World Champion!’’ and ‘‘#1 Jerome
Davis.’’ Calvin Wagner of Silver Valley, a long-
time rodeo promoter and enthusiast, told the
newspaper that Davis is a trail blazer. ‘‘Je-

rome brought it home,’’ Wagner said. ‘‘By
being the first world champion bullrider east of
the Mississippi River, Jerome has opened
doors for cowboys that previously were
closed.’’

Davis told his crowd of supporters that he
could not have won by himself. ‘‘A lot of work
goes into winning a world title,’’ Davis re-
marked. ‘‘But I never could have done it with-
out the support of my family and friends. I
don’t know how to thank everybody for all
this.’’

We know how to thank you, Jerome. On be-
half of all the citizens in the Sixth District of
North Carolina, we offer our congratulations
on winning the world bullriding title. Now when
people talk about champion cowboys, we can
say just look to Glenola and Jerome Davis.
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Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, today I am intro-
ducing a bill to prohibit the use of Federal
funds to pay for the construction of a dam on
the North Fork of the American River at Au-
burn, CA. In 1992, I led the successful biparti-
san effort to defeat the authorization of the
$700,000,000 Auburn Dam—potentially the
most expensive dam project in U.S. history.
However, this project has been resurrected. I
understand that the U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers is poised to seek Congressional author-
ity and funding once again for another Auburn
Dam project—this time, for a larger, more ex-
pensive version of the dam that we defeated
on the House floor in 1992. Furthermore, I un-
derstand that the Federal Bureau of Reclama-
tion is now also considering dam construction
proposals.

This project has been opposed and rejected
time and time again in recent history. Back in
1965, it was authorized as a multipurpose
project, mainly for the purpose of farm irriga-
tion. In 1975, after about $200 million had
been spent on site preparation and other sep-
arate features, construction was halted be-
cause of concerns that the dam might trigger
seismic activity. In 1979, the Department of
the Interior concluded that seismic activity in
the earthquake faults located under the pro-
posed dam site might jeopardize the structural
integrity of the dam, the failure of which could
devastate the Sacramento metropolitan area.

In 1980, the dam was redesigned, but the
project never moved forward because of the
advent of Federal water program cost sharing
reforms under the Reagan administration.
Under these reforms, traditional beneficiaries
of Auburn Dam were no longer interested in
advancing the project if they were to be partly
responsible for its financing. Realizing that the
multipurpose dam proposal was doomed, in
1992 proponents found a new reason for the
dam to live: flood control. But the evidence
against a dam project hadn’t changed, and the
House rejected funding authority for the
project again on September 23, 1992.

I am introducing this legislation today to
once again deliver a strong message to my
fellow Members of Congress, the Army Corps
of Engineers and the Bureau of Reclamation:
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Financial constraints, environmental concerns,
and the availability of less expensive, less en-
vironmentally intrusive alternatives led the
House to reject previous Auburn Dam propos-
als—and they will do so again if the issue is
brought before Congress. Every time this pro-
posal has been reincarnated, its estimated
costs have risen dramatically. This time, the
price tag has ballooned to just under $1 bil-
lion. At a time when the Congress is grappling
with the question of exactly how to balance
the Federal budget and desperately seeking
solutions on how the deal with our $5 trillion
public debt, how can the Congress possibly
justify the unnecessary expenditure of such a
gross amount of money?

It is not necessary to build a dam at Auburn
in order to protect the California Central Valley
community and the city of Sacramento from
flooding in the event of a storm the size of any
which have previously struck. In order to jus-
tify the latest proposal, proponents claim that
the dam is needed to protect the region from
storms that are far larger than the greatest
flood that may reasonably be expected on the
American River. Fortunately, however, the
Corps of Engineers and regional flood control
authorities have identified much less expen-
sive alternatives which will significantly im-
prove the performance of Sacramento’s flood
control system. And it is possible that these al-
ternatives could be paid for by the local com-
munity without any Federal funding—or at
least without the majority of project costs
being borne by Federal taxpayers.

In order to build the latest Auburn Dam,
project supporters expect U.S. taxpayers to
bear 75 percent of its approximate cost of $1
billion. I feel strongly that the Federal civil
works program is not an entitlement program,
and that it certainly should not be expected to
bear this kind of burden in the case of a re-
gional water project. Those who know flood
control concur with this assessment. In fact,
the National Academy of Engineering released
a blue ribbon report on the American River
flood control project which found that, since
the project was without widespread benefits
and located in an area with substantial finan-
cial resources, there was no Federal interest
in additional flood control work on the Amer-
ican River.

But cost is far from the only reason why I
am introducing this bill today. A few months
ago, the Environmental Protection Agency
[EPA] declared an Auburn Dam to be environ-
mentally unacceptable. Each year, about half
a million people visit the American River can-
yons that would be inundated by such a dam,
and many of them strongly oppose actions by
their government to take this resource away
from them. Up to 39 miles of pristine canyon
habitat would be flooded by a dam built ac-
cording to the latest proposal, robbing wildlife
of precious habitat. Citizens and editorial
boards throughout California have denounced
the dam in both its past and present incarna-
tions.

This dam was stopped in the seventies be-
cause of concerns about seismic safety. It
never moved forward during the eighties be-
cause of President Reagan’s commitment to
seek full reimbursement for the water and
power benefits which a multipurpose dam
would provide to the region and its residents.
In the nineties, Congress has thus far said no
once already to an Auburn Dam because of
economic and environmental concerns. My in-

troduction of this legislation today is intended
to send a strong message: Congress must say
no to building an Auburn Dam once again—for
all of the above reasons.
f
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in recognition of
Kindness Week in the city of Dallas, sched-
uled for the week of February 11, 1996. The
mission of this event is to celebrate and pro-
mote the value and spirit of kindness, and to
help bring all races, religious, and socio-
economic groups within the city of Dallas to-
gether to foster understanding among us all.

As a part of the celebration of Kindness
Week, I ask all the citizens of Dallas to come
together in the true spirit of the week, and if
possible, to attend a formal ‘‘Kindness Cele-
bration’’ at Thanksgiving Square, at 12 p.m.
on February 14, 1996.

This week-long event presents the city of
Dallas an opportunity that seldom occurs: a
chance to lead the Nation, and hopefully the
world, in making our small planet a better
place to live. Attitudes are contagious, and
with a unified effort, Dallas can assist the Na-
tion in creating an attitude of kindness that
can carry on for years to come.

I ask all of my friends in Dallas to participate
in Kindness Week in a variety of ways, all of
which are easily done but pay big rewards.
Such things as visiting a senior center, driving
safely and courteously, and speaking with an
old friend take very little effort and time, and
create a good feeling for each person in-
volved. Compliment rather than criticize; help
rather than shout; and smile rather than frown.
Each of us has a role to play, and I hope we
will all do our part in Kindness Week.
f

TRIBUTE TO REAR ADMIRAL
FREDERICK JULIAN BECTON

HON. CURT WELDON
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 1, 1996

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker,
I am saddened today to bring to your attention
the recent passing of Frederick Julian Becton,
a retired Rear Admiral of the United States
Navy. A true hero, Admiral Becton dem-
onstrated his courage and mettle many times
over throughout his 35 years of military serv-
ice.

A World War II hero, Admiral Becton passed
away in his hometown of Wynnewood, PA, on
Christmas Eve at the age of 87. No episode
better portrays Admiral Becton’s tenacity and
bravery than when he refused to abandon his
ship during one of the most punishing attacks
of the war. Admiral Becton was later awarded
the Navy Cross for extraordinary heroism as
Commander of the USS LAFFEY in action
against Japanese forces off Okinawa, on April
16, 1945 . . . with his ship under savage at-
tack by 30 hostile planes.’’

I would like to submit for the RECORD an ar-
ticle that appeared on December 26, 1995 in

the Philadelphia Inquirer regarding Admiral
Becton. When you read this article, I am sure
that you too will come to understand what a
fine gentleman and hero that America has
lost. I know that my colleagues join me today
in mourning the passing of Admiral Becton, an
American hero.

F. BECTON, NAVY HERO IN WWII
(By Larry Fish)

Frederick Julian Becton, a retired rear ad-
miral who was awarded the Navy Cross for
refusing to give up his ship after one of the
most punishing attacks of World War II, died
Sunday in Wynnewood at age 87.

A native of Arkansas and a 1931 graduate of
the U.S. Naval Academy, Adm. Becton was a
lieutenant when the war broke out. He was
to see action in the Atlantic and Pacific The-
aters and would win many decorations and
medals for his exploits.

The most dramatic came in April 1945,
when the destroyer USS Laffey, commanded
by Adm. Becton, was off Okinawa on radar
picket duty.

The Laffey was a relatively new ship but
had already been bloodied—in June 1944,
when it supported the D-Day invasion of
Normandy and participated in the bombard-
ment of Cherbourg, France. Among its scars
from that engagement was an unexploded 8-
inch shell lodged in the superstructure.

By this late stage of the war, the Japanese
had begun to expand the use of Kamikaze at-
tacks, the suicidal crashing of armed planes
into Allied ships.

For the Laffey, the attack began shortly
after sunrise April 16 with a formation of
four planes. The kamikazes split up to make
it more difficult for the crew to keep guns
trained on them, and the assault was on.

It was to last 79 minutes, and eventually,
22 planes drew a bead on the Laffey. Adm.
Becton, wearing a steel helmet and life vest,
stood in the open to better see the action.

Planes seemed to come from every direc-
tion and altitude, he said in an Inquirer
interview shortly before the 50th anniversary
of the battle this year.

Though the Laffey’s gunners and those
from nearby craft were aided by U.S. war-
planes, some of the kamikaze inevitably
found their mark.

‘‘Each time one crashed, there was always
a flood of gasoline from the plane—and one
hell of a fire,’’ Adm. Becton told The In-
quirer.

The guns took out at least eight of the
planes, but five hit the destroyer, jamming
its rudder and spreading fire everywhere.

‘‘Near the end of the action, one of my offi-
cers, Frank Mason, came to me and said,
‘Captain, we’re in pretty bad shape aft. Do
you think you’ll have to abandon ship?’

‘‘It never entered my mind to abandon
ship. The ship might sink under us. We
might not be able to sail her. But I wasn’t
going to abandon her.

‘‘So I said, ‘No, Frank, I’ll never abandon
ship as long as a gun will fire.’ ’’

Thirty-one crew members died, and the
Laffey had to be towed to Seattle, where a
newspaper reported that it was ‘‘riddled like
a sieve above the water line.’’

The citation for the Navy Cross praised
Adm. Becton’s ‘‘extraordinary herosim’’ in
keeping his ship afloat and in action.

He was promoted to captain in 1951 and to
rear admiral in 1959, and was assigned to the
Bureau of Naval Personnel and other posts.
When he retired in 1966, he and his wife, the
former Elizabeth Hilary Reuss, moved to her
hometown of Wynnewood.

He wrote a book on his experience—The
Ship That Would Not Die—and kept in touch
with many former crew members.

He is also survived by two daughters,
Hilary Becton Wagner and Julie Bradford
Becton.
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